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UA .v\'}(‘ commitio,

Ml the committees under this resolu--

non have authority to originate legisla~
ticn as well as to investigate?
Mr, ASHBROCOE, Our committee has

always had authority to make investigiv-.

tlons and to offer sueh remedial stops as
T are necessavy. This may demand legislo-
tive action or
action. In the past 10 or 15 years, I will
say frankly, most recommendations we
have made have dealy with steps to be
taken in the structure of the agencles of
the oxccutive departrments of the Gov-
ernment, For oxample, almost a decade

ago when Bernon "\/Iil'ehz_ll and William .

Martin defected to the Soviet Union the
HNouse Commitice on Un American Ac-
tivities conducted a thorough investiga-
tion. No leglsiation came as a result of
this inquiry which was
Tiouse but, even more important, recoms-

mendations were made to the President .

which resulted in a number of significant

changes in secuvity practices within the -

NSA. The late Allen Dulles edited a new

book, entitled “Great True Spy Stories,”:

Swhich notes on page 67:
Investipation revealed that both Martin
and Mitcheil were sexuelly abnormal, & sitia-

J tion which should have
arents, but Maurice H. Kicin, NSA's Assistant
Lirector and Personael Chief at the timo,
tnsisted the agency cnjoyed

ernment,” Unimpressed Congressional prob-
ers discovered it was loose énough for Klein

nimself to have fabricated some of the records’

jn his.own porsonnel file. He was foreed ous,
and NBA Look 22 steps to tighten its viglianceo,

1t fired 26 suspected sex deviales on its roles -

and in mid 1962 told Congress it had ve-
viewed the security file of every employao.

.~ 'This example indieates, in answer to
. the geatleman irom Virginia, that our.
functions have heen those of all other
committees—investigate, legislate, -and
- oversee. They will continue exactly the
same if House Resclution 89 is adopted
today.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time
of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I vield the
gentleman 1 additional minute,
M, bpwxex will the gentleman yield? -
Mr. ASHBROOK, I yield to the gentle-
man ﬁom Virginia.

Ay, SCOTT. M. 8peaker, my thought.
was, can this committee under the au~.

thority of the resolution hring matbiers

to the floor of the Iopuse just ag any .

other standing committee by itg own

initiative, or does it merely investiga.te,
and thea let the rvegular commlittee or

iie other commitiees of the House bring
tncen matters to the floor?

MNr.
bring matters to the floor at any time,
I vill say to the gentloman. In sound

practice, we are going to investigate the -

need before we bring a bill out. T do not

wnow of any time thai we have brought

uj o bill without a thovouglh investiga-

tion in advance and being able fo show-

a speeific need for the bill, We intend
to continue on that exact course of action
wieh we followed in the pw;t
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vxecutlve  department .

brought to the

alevted sccurity -

“as tight o .
security program as there Is in the whole gove -

ASIIBROOX., We can obviouely-.'
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My, ICHORD, I also wish to state that

the resolution will give the House Com~

michee on internal Scourity o threefold
Tunction, as any committee of the Fouse
has: legislative, oversi

three permanent investigating commit-

tees of the House, that is, tho Appropria- -

“tlons Commuitiee, the Govarnment Oper~
ations Committce, and the Mouse Come=
mitieo on Un~Amevican Activities,

(rr, ASHBROO asked and was

glven o umesion to revise and extend

" his roemarks.)

Mr, COLMER, Mr. Speaker, I yield 6
minutes to the genblcman from. Jowa
(Mr. CULVER),

(Mr.
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

My, CULVER. Mr,
urge Members to vote “no" on the me-

vious qucetton at the close of this de--
‘bate. I urge this with gratitude to the .

gentleman from Missourl (Mr. TCHORD)
for glving this House a much-needed op~
portunity to consider the vital question
of reform of HUAC. However, only if the
. previous question is defeated will it be
possible under our rules to offer an

Tamendment which would cure what, in.

my judgment, are the serious deficiencies

“of House Resolution 89,
A large number of Members, including . )
- & pragmatic reason why the powers of

the author of Xouse Resolubion 89, are

“justifiably concerned over the ambigu~. i

ous language of the present HCUA man-
date of authority. Moreover, many Meni~

 bers are concerned over the past excesses -

of the committee whiech have fostered
“excesses on the part of its critics.

The time is opportune to consider

anew how the Congress can best dis- .
charge its dual responsibilities of pro-'.
tecting the internal sccurity of our Na-
tion and guarding the civil liberties of
_our Nation's citizens. Bub we should not
-set sail here under a false flag——elther we
-are genulnely interested in reform or
we are enga gmﬁ, in potitical public rela-
tions.

In my judgment, EIouse Resolution 89
is not reform; further, the measure's at« -
tempt atb cla,nﬂcation of the HCUA man=
-date does not constitute a serious eﬂmt
Ctoward reform. :

Meaningful roform in this aves must
dinvolve a more preclse and confining -

mandate for investigations concerning .

matters of internal securlty, Such an.

effort must ab the least, in my judgment,’
“geck to weigh the respective interests of .
Jinternal security and clvil libevty, and:

anark out as clearly as possible tha re-

'gpective. boundaries of each interest,..

however wide or narrow,
House Resolution 85 falls to attempt

such an eifort. The author of the reso- -

lution has stated that his proposal “will
preserve for the committee the full juris-

diction and all the powers it has pos= |
sessed during the almost 20 years of its .

operation under the present mandabe,’—

CoNGRESSIONAL Brcorp, January 18, 1967, "
page T25. Alter careful review, I must
aprea that his. assossment s corvect,
IIouec Res olutlon 80, in hcb. does not

aht, and investi--
gatory. I point out that there are only

CULVER asked and was mvenl

Spo alce;, I rise to'
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N, SOOTT Ttk the penticman for M, ICIIORD. M. apeaker, will the mnarrow the frec-wheeling scope of Opem-
LI TS LA _ . gentleman yield? : tion of the proposed Commitles o ,
Vg WRAERAEE B Segeing e resolition T M, ASHBROOX. I yield to the gentle~ . Internal Scouriby in ony way. et
s 16 Tedtts Yo mwvesiative aadhority mon from Missouri. The difficulty with House Resolution. -

89, as with the present HCUA, is that |
the Congress prants investigating powers. . = o)
“whose broad sweep is intmleal to consti-" 707
tutional priveiples and wnwise a8 legis-
Qlative polley, For exarple, the [ollowing -
questions at a minimum are lelt unre- -
solved by thd propaesal: o
What does it mean to “lnclte” acty of -
CUferrorism’ to “oppose” the “policy af-

o

feeting the internal security of the 7 -

United States?"—page 2, lines 12-16, , .
wWhat 5 a ‘group’s “character’ and .

what relevance does this II&V(,?-—DO.{’O 2, o

“line 1, - :

~ What does “treachery” mean?—page 2, SE

lme 9, H

- Morcover, whatever clunw can He disw
tilled from such words Is entirely dis- .
. sipated by subparagraph 3, page 2, line .
L 16-—which would retain committee juris-
dletion over “all othor questions” that in
-some unspecified way might aid tho
Congress in any remcdial legisiotion. :
But the central weakness of the pro-
posal, wholly apart from these ambigul- - .
ties, 1s that once an organizetion falls -
wit,hm the category of organizations to .. -
be investizated, and this I want to em- |
phasize, all activities—innocent ones as.- »
well as threatening ones—may be investi~
gated, Such innocent activitics are most - .-
often "those of .speech, association, and
belief, -
“The very times in which we live suggest *

investigation shouwld be refined, not, Bs "
House Resolution 89 would hiave it, main~- ~ ¢
tained intact, Ia the past the HCUA has - 1+
often functioned under its overly broad: .- -
powers to provide gratultious publicity .
to those it purports to oppose. As these -
“groups inecreasingly seek oub rather than -
-shun the spotlight of the mass media,
“the Congress needs somie assurance that-,
its commitiees will not become unwitting -
- folls for publicity-sceking extremists. -~
There is another very inportant point
-of Congresslonal organization al issue .
“here, The very attempt of House Resolu- . [
tion 89 to reword investigating suthority ..

-+ in the fleld of internal security in geneval "7 .

and espionage in particular raises sevious”
questions of jurisdictional conilict be-:
“tween the successol to the HCUA and the.
Committee on the Judiciary, which has
- heen 0 ably covered by the chiairman of
the Committae on the Judiciary, thic gens.
tlerman from New Yorlc (M, CrLLER).

Subparagraph (¢) of clause 12 in 1u1ef‘
. X1 explicltly grants jurisdictional au-"
Sthoriby over “eaplonage” to tlie Judiclary.
‘Comunittee. By granting authority over
esplonage” matters—page 2, line §—-to
another standing commxttce. as Iouse
‘Resolution 88 would -do, jurisdictional
-conflict befween two- House -conunitiees -
is made inevitablo.

By opening up and making cleax for
our consideration the possibility of a di-
vision of legislative and investigative au~
thority between two standing commitfees
of the House, House Resolution 89, inmy - -
Judgment, provides the occasion for the
House to coffect mcan.ugful and sound’
reform.

A conrolidation of both inwsbirntiv
amd lepislntive fnternesl security functions -



